
article, the contracting parties declared that, in
ease of a rapture between France and England,
tbe reciprocal guarantee declared in that article
.hould have ita lull force and effect the moment
inch rapture should break out; and if such rup¬
ture should not take place, the mutual obligations
of the said guarantee should not commence until
the moment of the cessation of the war then ex¬

isting between the United States and England
¦bould have ascertained their possessions.

Third!*.- The Treaty called, the Consular Con¬
tention, concluded on the 14th of November, 1799,
contain'n *. the following articles
Aar*. The Consuls or Vice Consult shell exercise po-

Mce over all ibe vessels of their respective nations; ami
.bail have on board the said vessels all power and jurlrdic-
ttoBln civil rostier*. in a'l Ibe disputes which may th<-re
arise. Thev shall have an entire Inspection over the said
vessels, their rr-ws, sid the changes ar.d sutrsci
therein to be made; fcf which purpose they may go oa

board the said vessels whenever they msy judge it necee-

"".VaaT. 12. All differences and suits he Iween the su'jects
.f the Most Christian King in the I nlted Sta'es. or between
tho cillxeos of tbe nixed Stetes within the dominions of
tho most Christian King aod particular.y a.l d.spuuss re.n-

live to tbe wages and terms of engagement or the crews of
their respective vessels, and ail Ihe differences, of what-
«vor nature they be, which may arise between the privates
of tbs said crews, or between captains of different vessels
of theo- nations, shall bo deiermlm-d by their respective
Consuls. Tho officers of the country, civil or military, shall I
aot Isterfere therein, or take anv part whatever in the mat¬
ter, aad the appeals from tlie said consular tribunals s'oail
be carried before tbe tribunals of France or of the United
Stales.*'
Tbe French Revolution began in 17-ft, and in

1793 it became a general European war, in which
France, while treading continually epon the fierc¬
est internal fires, bared her head to all the tbun-
derbolts of Despotism.
Washington, by the serene tranquility and ma¬

jestic justice of his character, repressed tho

Smpathics of the United States for France and
e Republican cause, and sent forth his memora¬

ble proclamation Whereas, said the Presi¬
dent, " it appears that a state of war exists be¬
tween \ us tri«. Prussis, Sardinia, Great Britain,
and tbe United Netherlands on the one part, and
France on the other, and the duty and interest of
the United States require that they should, with
sincerity and good faith, adopt and pursue a con¬

duct friendly and impartial toward the belliger¬
ent powers, I have therefore thought fit, by theso
presents, to declare the disposition of tho United
States to observe the conduct aforesaid."
No less a character than Washington could

have assumed neutrality in such a crisis. Nor
could even he protect it in that fierce conflict of
armed opinion which raged throughout Europo,
as if all its separate and widely different States
bad been one entire yet distracted common¬
wealth. The cost of supplies rose two, three, and
four fold, under the demands of the belligerent
nations. The United States put in motion, for
once, and all at once, the three wheels of indus¬
try, Production, Manufacture, and Exchange,
and wealth flowed in upon them like a spring¬
tide. Tho combatants, relapsing into the mor¬

tality of the Barbary Powers, seized and confis¬
cated neutral ships and their cargoes. American
commerce was thus suddenly checked, and the
revenues it yielded rapidly declined. Jefferson,
then Secretary of State, met the emergency with
a declaration i

I have it in charge from the President to assure the mer¬
chants of tho United States cancerned in foreign commerce
or navigation, that attention w ill Ire paid to any injuries they
may suffer on the high seas or In foreign countries, contrary
to the law of nations or to existing treaties aed that, oa
their forwarding hither well-authenticated evidences of the
.erne. Dröper proceedings will be adopted for their relief."
The American merchants, thus stimulated, pro¬

secuted more diligently than before a trade which
yielded enticing profits, while its risks seemed to
have been underwritten by their country. Tho
maritime injuries suffered by Americans at the
hands of France in the course of the war were at
the time classified as follows i

First i Spoliations and mal treatment ofthe ves¬

sels of American citi/ens at sea, by French ahips
ofwar and privateers.

Second: A long and distressing embargo, which
detained many American vessels at Bordeaux iu
1793 and 1794.

Third i Tbe dishonor of bills and other eviden¬
ces of debt due to American citizena for supplies
furnished, at the request of France, to herselfand
to her West India islands, in a period of famine

civil war.
Fourth i Tbeaeizurc or forced sales of the car¬

goes of American vessels, and the appropriation
of them to public uses.

Fifth: The non-performance of contracts for
supplies, made by the French authorities with
American citizens.

Birth: The condemnation ol American vessels
and cargoes under marine ordinances of France

sTa incompatible with treaties.
~

Seventh! Captures, in violation of the provis-
» ions of the commercial treaty, of American ves

sola laden with provisions, bound to the ports of
the enemy.To elucidate the nature of these injuries:
On the 9th of May, 1793, France authorized

armed vessels and privateers to arrest and bring
into her porta neutral ahips, laden wholly or in
part either with provisions belonging to neutral
natlona and destined to an enemy'a ports, or with
merchandise belonging to an enemy, and declared
that auch merchandise should be lawful prize,
While auch provisions should be paid for according
to their value at the place of destination, and just
indemnification should be made for tho freighta
and the detention of the ships. Thia decree waa

alternately rescinded as to the I nited States, ro.

atored, rescinded£again, and finally restored and
left in full effect.
American vessels known and confeaaed, but

found without passport or certificate in tho exact
form prescribed by tho Bfal article of the Toaty oi
Amity and Commerce, were, by a decree of t'io
3d of March, 17M, declared lawful prizes.
On tho 2d of July, 1799, 1'raneo decreed that

¦he would treat neutral vessels, either as to con

Us aliens, searches, or captures, in the same man¬

ner that tbey suffered the English to troat them
.s decree that punished with violence the en¬

durance of aggression committed by another.
While it collided in tbe discretion of the second
corsair to determine wbo, by becoming victims ol
the first, had otiended against so extraordinary a
code.
On tlie '-"-'th of October, 1799, France decreed

that any native of an allied or even of a neutral
eoontry, found wearing a hostile commission, or
serving in an enemy's crew, should sutler as a

pirate, without being allowed to allege duress, by
violence, menace or otherwise.

Beside one hundred and throe veaaels which
Were detained by the embargo at Bordeaux.there
is a list of six hundred and nineteen which were

captured and plundered before 199$, The true
number of spoliations is said to have been three
times greater. Contemporaneous expositions by
the authorities oi the United Statesplaced the ag¬
gregated damages auatained by the merchants at
more than twenty millions ot dollars Of these
damages, portions amounting to about ten millions
ef dollars, were adjusted and paid uuder the con¬
vention of 1800, finally carried iuto effect by the
Louisiana treaty iu MB. The exact amount of
damages due, however, is not now in question..
The bill before the Senate, cont-nes itself to un-

austed claims to be actually proved, and awards
y five millions without interest, in satisfaction

of all that ahall be established.
The I nitod States diligently prosecuted the

claims from 1793 to ifoo, jut France did not so
long remain a mere respondent
Edmund C. Genet, her minister, claimed, and

factually assumed to fit out privateers iu American
ports, to cruiae against British vcaaeis. Under
the IN article of the Treaty al Amitv and Cenv
meres, he demanded what, in fact, were admira.tv

EKwers, for French Consuls in American ports,
virtue of article 9th of the Consular Convea-
n i while, under color of the 17th artiale of the

Treaty of Amity and Commerce, he insisted that
French vessels had a right to ael! their prizes
free from all duties in American ports and, final¬
ly, he complained that British ships were permit¬
ted to take French goods out of American vesst.- s.
while a reciprocal right waa denied to the French
marine- All these complaints, however, were
disallowed, upon grounds which will not now l»e
questioned.
Nor were tbe relations between the United

States and Great Britain leas disturbed. Beside
¦.^"g offended earlier and more flagrant'v than
"Gglg* ,*f*"»st our neutrality, Great Britain
g-T.yMMjiJM of Ihe Treaty* of Independence,2? JftL*.*"J posts on our Western frontiers,
Kdian trS.*8"-tbe °°atr<>1 of **. disaffectedIiiouriL .? d,d ,he ,eom -»Willing.
dence she had so ^S*****1* *.
John j.y opened|2& SafaÄtnS hJe
at London/James taaawesa! s.^*^*^
French Directory that Mr iS-Rfci"^ Üi*
tain compensation lor at^K»«»*d.ate restitution of the Western post? saalShe was positively forbidden from weaken^, th

engagements existing between the United SutV-aand Frsnce. These assurances were effectualEarly m 179.'. the French Directory decreed that
tbe Treaty of Amity and Commerce should

thenceforth be strictly observed, and provided for
indemnifying thote who had tutfered by tbe em¬

bargo at Bordeaux. and Mr. Monroe began a dis-
patch with announcing that a satisfactory ar¬

rangement of the claima for spoliations was at
hand. Butbecloaed the communication with a

statement that the ground thus happily gained
bad been suddenly lost, by reason of rumored
stipulationa injurious to France in tbe British
treaty just then signed at London.
A cloud of political mystery gathered npon

this compact from the day of its execution, the
lf'th of November. 17*1, until it was finally pro¬
mulgated on the 'Jth of May, 179ti. France com¬

plained of this conceahnect'as disingenuous; and
she ever afterward maintained that the United
States bad not merely violated their engagements
with her, but had even abandoned, also, their pro¬
fessed neutrality, by relinquishing the principle
that irte ships made free goods, snd by giving to

Englaxd a too favorable standard of contraband.
She therefore pursued ber depredationa more

recklessly than before, and with the avowed pur¬
pose o! compelling tbe I nited States to break
their new engagements with Great Britain, her
ancient and most inveterate enemy.

Mr. Monroe was replace i bv Charles Cotesworth
Piackney, but France now refused to receive or re¬

cognise a Minister. A new and august commis¬
sion was constituted, consisting of Mr. Pinckney,
Jobn Marsball, and Elbridge Gerry, who, after en-

during many insults and baiiline many intrigues,
returned to the United States. The United States,

apprehending war with not only France, but Great
Britain also, laid the foundations of their present
systems of military and naval defense, and the con-

troversy with the former Power ripened into resis¬
tance, reprisal and retaliation. After two yearshad
thus passed, and the French Directory had can.

sented to negotiate, Oliver Ellsworth, William
H. Davic, and William Vans Murray, proceeded
to Paris as ambassadors. They found France just
entering the fourth act of the drama of her Revo¬
lution, tbe Consulate of the youthful Conqueror
of Italy. The American ministers demanded in¬
demnities for the spoliations, as a sstsf. '{'to non.

The French ministers, at whose head was Joseph
Bonaparte, readily yielded this condition, bat
insisted at the same time on a recognition and
renewal of the ancient treaties, with national
damages for the violation of them, as a sin- mm
Htm on their part. The Americans, declining
in every case to continue the ancient trea¬
ties, proposed to purchase exemption from their
most embarrassing stipulations. They offered ten
millions of francs lor a release :rom the article of
gaaranty, and three millions of francs for a reduc¬
tion of the privileges granted to France by the 17th
article of the Treaty of Commerce, to snch as wero

allowed by the United States to the most favored
nation. France rejected all such overtures, and
the Commissioners, respectively receding from
their extreme demands, concluded an accommo¬
dation by which the United States received com¬

pensation for the plunder of vessels not yet con¬

demned, together with payment of the claims
founded upon contracts, and also a satisfactory
designation of articles contraband of war. The
claims for spoliations [a cases where condemna¬
tion bad not yet passed, the original sine aua non
on our part, together with the reciprocal claims of
France for indemnities, and for a recognition and
renewal of the ancient treaties, the original $htt
qua non on the part of France, were reserved by
the following article
"Akt. 2. The Min'stersPientpotemisry of the two psrtles

ro» being able to sgrr-e at present rsapecttaa the Treaty of
Alltanreof the 6th of February, 1778, the Treaty of Amity
snd Commerce of the same date, and the Convention of the
14th of November, 1788, nor upon the indemnities mutually
due or claimed, the parties will negotiate further on these
sublets at a convenient time: htjI until they maybavo
agreed upon these points, ihe said Treaties and Conven¬
tions shall have no operation, and the relations of the two
countries shall be regulated as follows."
The United ßtatea amended the new compact

by striking out this second article altogether, and
by adding a new one, which limited its duration
to eight years.

Bonaparte, First Consul, accepted the amend¬
ments, with an explanation in these words:

'. rrvti.ii J, That by this rrtrtn,seseal tho two Slates re-
nnur.ee their respective pretensions which are the objects
of the said [secor.d] article."
The I nited States assented, and the compact

was ratified as thus mutually amended.
This is the Convention of lHOO. " The preten¬

sions " which France thus relinquished were
claims for indemnities for violations of the ancient
treatiea by the United States, together with a
continuance and renewal of those treatiea; and
the "pretensions" which they thns renounced
were the claims for indemnities for spoliations
upon the property of American merchants, which
are the subjects of the bill now before tho Senate
of the 1 nited States.
Mr President, this review discloses
First That on the fithdayof February, 1773,

and on the 14th of November, 1788, the I nited
States and France entered into reciprocal political
and commercial engagements mutually beneficial.

Secondly i That previously to the 30th of Sep¬
tember, 1800, France violated her engagements
by committing depredations, in which merchants,
citizens of the United States, austained damages
to the amount of *'-!0,000,000, of which, al ter allow¬
ing all claima adjusted, there still remains the
sum of £10,000,000, exclusive of interest.

Thirdlyi That the Fnited States negotiated
with France for payment of those damagea, and
also for a release from their ancient obligations
and that France -onceded the claims for damages,
but demanded national indemnities for a violation
of the treatiea by the nited States, and also acon-
tinuance and renewal of them.

Fourthly: That the I nited States renounced
their claims for damages, in consideration of a re¬

lease by France of the treaties, and of her claims
for damagea.

Fifthly t That thus the 1 nited States conliscat-
ed ten millions of private property of their mer¬

chants, and spplied it to the purchase of national
benefits, under a Constitution which declares that
private property shall not I e taken for public uses
without just compcnsatio.i to its owners.

It seems to result from these facts, that the
1 nited States became immediately liable to pay
to the American merchants the sums before due
to them bv France and, aa this obligation was
assumed by the Fnited States in lieu of their an¬
cient engagements with France, undertaken to
secure the establishment of the national liberty
and independence, it becomes in equity invoeted
with their sacredncss and sanctions, and therefore
ought to be regarded as a debt incurred for the at¬
tainment of the sovereignty, liberty and independ¬
ence of the United States.
Why, thou, Mr. President, shall not this debt,

so ancient, and apparently ao sacred and so mat,
be discharged?

I proceed to review the reasons wh.chhave been
at varioua times assigned.

J'trst t The in? insic justice of the claims has
teen questioned.
Tbe very learned anJ ,ustly d stinguished Sen¬

ator irom Missouri, Mr. Benton, in a former de¬
bate, stated that Franc, had justified these spolia¬
tions, on the ground that the ships seized were in

part laden with goods belonging to Ilnglishmen,
who had borrowed the names o: Americans. 1
have not been able to lind evidence to aupport
auch a pretension. On the other hand, the diplo¬
matic language of tbe Fnited Statea constant!v
claimed that the sutlereis were American citi¬
zens. Sir, if these claims are spurious, then it
must be true, that either Fllsworth, Marshall,
Pmckney, Monroe, Morris, Jefferson, Adams the
elder, and Washington, were ignorantof the fact,
or that they colluded to defraud France. Neither
position can be true. The claims are thereiore
ust.
An objection raised by tlie 6euator from \ ir-

fiiiia [Mr. Hunter falls under the same head. It
is that the French Government have a list or
table of the claims submitted ia -O.i, which was
presented to tbe French Uovernment by the
American Commissioners, and which shows that
the French, as the Senator says, supposed that
they paid, under the Convention of 1*03, all the
claims of American citi/ens. I have this table
before me. If the honorable Senator will refer to
the treaty of l«00hewill find that it stipulatedfor the payment of the class spec-tie i in that table
only.to wit debts owing on contracts.and that
the claims for the spoliations now ia question
were omitte.l expressly on the ground that they
were excluded by the treat; of. Hero is the
article ofthat treaty
"Tbe debts contracted by ose of the two nations w:th In¬

dividuals ot the other, or by the individuals o:' oce with the
lndividsals c fthe other, shah SO paid, or ihe psyraent tnav be
prosecuted b, the same manner as if triers had been no kis~
understanding i-etween tne two Stete.-. Hut this rasas.
$huU e».f extend to tndemnihet claimfd »n account of cap-
twf er conßstat%9nt".l'»ibm* I et S!a'. at Lar./e. p. 181".
Then what is left out of this table ?' The re¬

duced amount, in tbe apprehension of the Senator
from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter] is jast exactly that
portion of the claims left out of the treat*. and
which is the subject of tbe present bill.

Secondly t It has been objected in lato years
that the clatms Ul<inge<! to speculn/.ns. Certainlyfew of the sufferers survive, and soon all will have
departed. But the claims are property; they
*ere the property of those sufferers. As property,»oey could be transferred and transmitted by as-

aipnment, will tnd administration. These are

only roedes in which property ia perpetnated, and
this capability of being perpetuated ia inherent in
it. and ia always rightfully and necessarily recog¬
nized and protected by all Governments, with
t ri perümitations In dividual pnperty is the baa-
I ast of the State. Wo tn the State that casts it
overboard. That State is sure to drift away, and
to break upon the rocks. But the allegation that
speculators have purchased these claims is testa 1,
while the bill protects the public if it be '< "<¦

None but a lawful assignee can take any benefit
from tbe bill, BOT can he receive in any case more

than he actually paid for the claim.
Third!V It is taid that the r -vlenc't o/!he claim

and i i ,'itlc mutt ne'-essartly be loite an>l incon-
civ tire.

I However this may he. the fault does not rest

with ti e claimants, while the loss will fail upon
them. Moreover, they must produce legal evi¬
dence. The United States can justly ask no mjre.

1 Fo'ittHy It i /<-..' 'tat th, f'n.lei S/at-* SB>

e> ansed arelea*c of tU darmt for a nlcase oftue
aitcit mi f»l f'tics.
We have seen that, in form at least, the treaty

cf 1800 was such an exchange ol" those equival¬
ents. It was understood to be sach an exchange,
in effect, when made- Hubert R. Livingston said:

.'It will be reco'iected by the distinguished rhvsr.ers
who hud the managt-merit of the r.egotuuion. that the pay-
mentfor illegal captures, with dmiagea and indemnities.
was demsnded on the one tide, and the renewal of the

treaties of 17"o on the other that tliery are considered as o.

arasBBtakf rah", and thst they on!y formed the snbjec: of

the second article.".Letter to lalUyrand, .tpnl 17, lKCi

Napoleon, at st- Helena, declared
.¦ That the suppression of tiie seend article at once pu:

an end to the privileges which France had possessed Jby
b>S trestles of 177S. and annulled the just cla'ms which
Arteries might have had for injuries done in time of pceee.
. Cotireruitt'ti with trovrgnna. ^

Notwithstanding these and similar contempo¬
raneous expositions, it has been insisted here by
two of rtTV very eminent predecessors, Mr.
Wright, and Mr Dix, as well as by others, that
thia confessed farm of the treaty was a mere

diplomatic art lice; that in fact it was not an ex¬

change of equivalents and that the claims for
spoliations were renounced because they could
not be enforced, and not for an adequate and ad¬
mitted consideration. Sir, did Oliver Kllsworth
and his colleagues combine to practice a diplo¬
matic fraud upon France I Certainly not. Were
they then circumvented? If we should grant
that they were, there would yet remain John
Adams, President in i500, and Thomas Jefferson,
President in IMt, and the Senate of those years,
all equally compromitted. Who will impeach
their intelligence or their directness I Sir, upon
whom shall we rely to vindicate- our own less de¬
served and ephemera! fame, if we strike so rudely
the monuments where these great names lie
sleeping ?

If the United States can plead fraud in this or

in any other case, how shall creditors or allies, in¬
dividuals or States, learn to distinguish between
obligations which we admit to be valid and those
which we claim a right to repudiate I
No, Sir; we cannot raise such a defense. Nor

could it be maintained. No one questions the
sincerity of the United States in prosecuting
these claims. France was equally sincere in ad¬
mitting and preferring: her own. Kven in her pira¬
tical decrees, she pleaded an overpowering pres¬
sure, and promised reparation.
" Being informed that some French prlvsteers have taken

versels bWorging to tbe idled States of America, I hasten
to engage you to take the most speedy andemeaeiou* means
to put n stop to thi» robbery.".JbTowbs, Minuter of Marine,
to the ftrrf' 'inntrvrt oj h'r.inre, Marth 30,1703.
Thus Frsnce was ingonnous even in her agony

of social convulsions.
"Although It [the treaty of 1778] is reciprocal upon

the whole, some provisions sre more specially applicable
to the fixed position of the United States, and others have
aliuslon only lo the eventful position of France. The latter
has stipulated few advantages, advantages w hieb do not in
any reitptrl injure the United Slates, ana the lawfulness of
which to foreign ntthm can contest. The French nat, n

u-iU ntter renoume tl.cm.".M. Talleiira.id to Mr. Gerru,
Jan. 18, 1703.
The Convention of 1800 was then, in fact as

\*V.i es in form, a treaty of equivalents.
Can tho U nited States impeach it now, on the

ground of the inadeiptacy of the equivalent .re¬

ceived? Certainly not, Sir. It is too late the
phti.es are changed. The merchants' claims arc

just the seme, whether you received an adequate
equivalent, or exchanged their demands for an in-
sufficient consideration.

Nevertheless, let us pursue tho objection. You
say that however intrinsically just the claims may
havo been, they were renounced because you
could not collect thenigw lthout resort to war. I
reply, a just claim against a civilized State is
never valueless. If the State refuses to be just
to-day, it may become more just to-morrow. It
is true that the I nited States were not bound to
declare war for the claims, hut it is equally trae
that they had no right to confiscate them without
indemnity.
Thus we have reached one of tho main de¬

fenses against these claims, viz
Fifthly: That the attaint treaties lad become

rotd as against the I'nitid Stales, an l therefore
the rvtmttm of them by fiance in 1800 tens raluetes «.

This argument involves two propositions i
1. That France fagranlli/ violated those com¬

pacts. I
2. That the United 8tateB p-'f ctl,, f.lj,il,,1

them.
1. That France flagrantly violated those com¬

pacts. The chief object ol the treaties of 1778
was the establishment of the liberty, sovereignty,
and independence of the United states, in theWar
of the Revolution, and forever afterward. France
fulfilled her guarantee in the Revolution Hut the
merit of that fulfillment is denied. It was said by
one of my predecessors (Mr. Dix tbat France waa
not moved by generosity or sympathy in entering
into the treaties, or fulfilling them. Sir, a nation
whose pride can condescend so far as to receive
benefit*, vindicates itself fully by the exercise of
unquestioning and enduring gratitude,

Sir, interest and ambition do indeed too often
mingle with the purest and highest of human mo-

tivea, not less of 8tates than ot individuals. But
the character of motives must be determined by
the character of the actions in which they result-
Sir, in the strait of the Revolution, your agents
applied for aid, not to the King of France only,
but to the Emperor of Germany, to the kings of
Spain and Prussia, and to the Grand Duke of
Tuscany. From neither of them could they gain
so much as a pretest to discountenance thenire
ot mercenaries by the Herman Princee to the

King of Great Britain, to be employed with aa-

vagi Indian tribes againat us. But I ranee yield¬
ed mouev, volunteers, recognition, and armed al¬
liance. Was there no merit in that'

' It is true that in our oppressor France found a
rival to humble and overthrow. But had Britain
no other |rival or enemy than France If there
were others, why did we not win them to our
side 1 France did indeed exact a guarantee from
the United States iu exchange for her own. But
did we find any other Power willing to enter into
such an exchange ? Moreover, France conceded to
us all of the conquest which should be made by
the allied armies in the War of theJRevolution,
except such as would have been useless to us,
and even including the Canadas, of which we had
so recently assisted to deprive her, and she insist-

! ed on no remuneration after the war should end.
Wss there ho magnanimity in that!
France was not actuated chiefly by ambition or

revenge in making the engagements of 1771. The
People and even the Court were filled with enthu-
siastic admiration of the I nited States and of their
cause, I eneion had already educated even Roy-
alty in that cause, in the palace and under the eye
of the Grand Moaarque. The court, the army,
tbe navy, the rulers and the people of France, had
no standard of a hero but Washington, no model
of a philosopher but Franklin, ncr oi a State bat
the I nited States Seventeen years ago I tra-

I versed the now deserted and desolate chambers
of the Bourbons of France. Never shall I tor-
get the grat.i.ed pride I fell when I found among
the fami.y picturea of the House of Orleans,
one which commemorated the viait of Frank-
lid to the Palaia Royale, and among the illustra¬
tions of tbe national glory of Versailles, one that
celebrated the atmender of Cornwallis. The
failure of Louis XVI as a King, resulted from his
attempting, like Herta in ancient Rome, and Pio
Nono in modern Home, to combine the two incom¬
patible things, the enlargement of popular free¬
dom with the maintenance of regal power. Nor
may we undervalue the aid received from I ranee.
It uecided the contest It cost her more than
three hundred millions of dollars, and hurried her
into a revolation more exhausting than any other
State, in the tide of times, has eudared.
Thua it appearatbat Franca fulfilled faithfullyand completely her chief engagement in the trea¬

ties ot mt, while it is admitted that ahe failed
aiterward in less essential obligations, but with
protestations of adherence and promises of re¬
paration.

2. Did the United States etmpldely and ai>$th
lu.'ely jul/iltheir reciprocal obligations ? When
the war of 1793 broke out, France held all the
pesscasiona in America which thev had guaranteed to her forever, and they were all exposed
* «t the United States never guaranteed nor at¬
tempted to defend them never devoted a life I

nor even a dollar to that end. Thu», instead of
¦tar dir? on the fulfillment, we are at once brought
to tbe necessity of justifying a non performance of
tbe ergageroer.ta. The justification haa beer, pia¬
red en several grounds, viz .

1 Th«t France did not demand fulfillment.
Such ar. inference if warranted by some of tne

papers he'ore us, but there are others which leave
the fact very doubtful.
" ltegvou to Isv before tho Pre«:den-. of the Fnited

aastet» sweossj as poailb'e. tbe decree snd the inel^al
noie. n d attain from bim tbe Cei-m*t .'erision. e or

ss to iheruarantre that I have rlelmeo th» falhlime»!« of for
ourcol. 11 *. i.e. >.'. C litntCt IaIUto) SMS) lt. täft
But if France did not demand the performance

of the guarantee in the war, she insisted on its
obligation. The United States practically s*sss>
an pi end renounced it. The proposition is self-
evident. The treaty stipulsted Alliance, when
France should demand it. The United States as¬

sumed .Wutra ity iu every" event.
I The non performance by tbe Fnited States
has been justified on the ground that the casus

t is ofthe stipulated guarantee was a defensive
wnr, and that the War of I7tl was not of that
character.

In reply to this artrument, I observe, m the first

place, that the terms of the Treaty of Alliance
stipulated for the execution of the guarantee in
the case of " war to brtak out." any war, offen¬
sive or defensive. But the Senator from ^ irginia
[Mr. Hunter] overpowera us with an argument
which with »«? is irresistible. He says that only
a m\ i>>'$irc war must have been contemplated, be¬
cause a stipulation for aid and alliance in an ag¬
gressive war would be immoral, unjust, and there¬
fore void. Sir, I acknowledge that higher law of
universal and eternal juatice. And I admit that
all laws of States, and all treaties and compacts
between States, which contravene its sacred pro¬
visions, are utterly void and of no ell'ect. I accept,
therefore, the Senator s definition of the ca<ut
>¦/<'., ris.-that it was a defensive war. I contro¬

vert, and I rest my cause upon controverting, his
asaumption that the War of 179$, between the
Allied Towers and France, was on her part an ag¬
gressive and not a defensive war.

The very proclamation of neutrality implies a

denial of that assumption. The war therein de¬
scribed is a war "between Austria, Prussia, Sar¬
dinia, Great Britain, and the Fnited Netherlands,
on the ore part, and France on the other." Why
was the aegressor the last party to be named /
But History has determined the character of the
parties in that momentous conte»t.
"The iirst war of the French Revolution," says

Whenton in his History of the Law of Nations,
"originated in the application, by the Allied
Powers, of the principle of armed intervention to
the internal atlairs of France, for tho purpose of
checking the progress of her revolutionary princi¬
ples anil the extension of her military power."
War was dedani, indeed, by France, but only as

a reply to the ultimatum of a Restoration of
Despotism tendered by the Armed League of
Fnemies.
Thus, sir, we have arrived at the true ground of

defense of the neutrality of 793, to wit that per¬
formance of the treaty was impossible.

Sir, in ay/rm \cal nns<, performance was impos¬
sible. First, on account of the condition of France.
Tl epartiesin ITW of course expected that Franco
would remain an organized State, capable of con-

due tingcombined operations underthc treaty, upon
a method and towards an end, without dan/er from
herself to her ally. But it was not so with France.
Sbe became not merely revolutionary, but disor¬
ganized, having no certain and pcrmanenthead, no

stable and effective legislature. All the organs of
the State were shattered, broken, and scattered.
" Mm color imperil, ntc front < rat ulla Scnatus.''
The King, after unavailing changes of ministry,

convened the Assembly ol the Notables; after
holdiDg the bed ot justice, and after attempting
to establish the new plenary courts, he called the
States General, which soon became a Constituent
Assembly, absorbing all the functions of Govern¬
ment. Suddenly the Feople of Paris rose, and
brought the King, Uueen and Assembly into cap¬
tivity. A constitutional monarchy rose under the
dictation of the People; but the Kin? was de¬
graded, condemned, and executed, and a Repub¬
lic appeared- The Repub.ic went down before
the power of caba's, which rapidly succeeded
each other, all sustaining their administrations,
throughout a reign of terror, by the tribunal of
blood. These unnatural convulsions could have
but ore end.the restoration of the State by a

Dictator. That magistrate, in 1 -Oi», appeared iu
tbe person of Napoleon. When and where, be¬
fore ti nt event, could the Fnited States have Wen
required to go to the aid of France I It was well
tl at France had regained her liberty but her ally
had a right, before going into a war with her against
Furope, to see that liberty combined with gov
trnincnt and with public force.with national
morality, with social order, and with civil man¬

ner». All this was wisely deemed by Washing¬
ton necessary to secure the United States against
absolute dangers and render their alliance at all
useful to France. For, on what side wore the
United States to array themselves? With the
Kit c. while he yet held the reins of 8tate, or

with the National Assemble/, while abolishing tho
Monarchy I With the ephemeral Directories,
which governed France through the guillotine,
or with the Counter-Revolutionists, struckling
to restore internsl'peace and repose I Well did
Mr JeffaftOSJl say, that if tho Fnited States had
panted for war aa much as ane'eat Rome.iftheir
aunies had been as effe< thro as those of Prussia
.if their cotters had been full and their debts ob-
literate«i.even then, peace was too precious to

be put at hazard, in an enterprise with an ally
thus deranged and disorganized.
And what was tbe condition of the United

States, tiiat they should peril all in the domestic
rage of France, and her foreign strife' Mr
terse n was no false interpreter, and he thus de
scribed it. "An infant country deep in debt, ne
cessitated to borrow in Kurope.without land or

naval force.without a competency of arms and
ammunition.with a commerce connected beyond
tl e Atlantic.with the certainty of enhancing the
price ot foreign productions and of diminishing
that of our own.with a Constitution little more
than lour years old, in a state of probation, and
not exempt from foes." No greater calamity
than war could then have fallen upon the Fnited
States, nor could war, in any other case, ever
come in a form so fearful. It was not a fault of
Washington, aa it wee of Cato, Dot to aee ttitt
public effeire were incapable of perfection, and
that States could net be governed without sub-
niittirg lesser interests to greater. On the con-

trary, the measure of his duty waa that of Cicero
ia the Consulship.to take care that tbe Republicshould suffer no detriment. Well and wisely did
he perform that duty. He could not aid France,
but he saved his own country. Forever, then, let

j the justice and the wisdom of Washington, in
j that memorable crisis, stand vindicated and es-

tablished.
But what does all this prove.' Just this, and

no more That circumstances, affecting France
and the Fnited Statea equally, unforeseen and
imperious, prevented the United States from
even undertaking to perform their compact with
France, in tbe way stipulated in a particularI emergency. Bat the circumstances creating this
impossibility were not alone the fault or mtafor-
tune of France, but arose in part out of their own

] condition and the omission to perform it assured
tbe safetv and promoted the welfare of the United
States 1 nder such circumstances the United
Statea owed to France, if not indemnities for past
non performance, at least recognition and re-
news! of the an< ient treaties. If, then, France
was held by the treaties, because the United
States excused their non performance, they were
equally bound to extenuate her deviations, under
auth a pressure, from prudence, order, and even
from justice, if she were willing to make repar-atiou. None knew so well as they: that France
broke tbe treatiea in less essential obligations, not
from want of virtue to be faithfnl, but from want
c.f magistracy to enforce fidelity. Bat while
France was always willing to mike reparation,tbe I nited States insisted on being absolutelyfree from obligations. Jay's treaty was confess¬
edly injurious to France. Either that treaty was
necessary to the Fnited States, or it was un¬
necessary. If it was unnecessary, the complaintsof France were just Ii necessary, then she was
entitled to equivalents. A release from the en¬
gagements in the ancient treaties was necessary
to the I nited States, or it was not. If it was not
necessary, then the L nited States ought not to
h&v. bartered the merchants' claims away for it
If it was necessary, then the Fnited States re¬
ceived an adequate equivalent.
Tl us it appears that the ancient treaties had not

lost their obligation against the L nited States by
reason of any flagrant violation of them by
France. '

ssVatl i The opponents of (hit bill next sjsjssjsjthat the tttatiet had been abrogated by an Art ofCongren vhuh teat pastedon the Ith day ot July
1T9S, nr..-

*'

Ms*«. The treaties {concluded between tbe ( nited
Sate, ard I- ranee have i*ea if pealedly violated on the partof i e rranch Government, and the Just claistsof tbe l nited
Stsn s for repsrstjon of the injuries so commuted have been

refmed. and their eliempts I» negotiate an amicable edjust-
reu of sll rcmpislou belweesi ll.e two rations have, t>e»<n

lepelled with Indirnlly Ar«l whereas, ur der ihn eu h->rii /

«fihe Krrnch Government tb^re !. yt-t pursued against *

l'nt'ed Stetes . system «t predaterv vu-lence. Infracting
Ii e seid treaties, snd hostile lo the rights ff a free «w Inde-

to-'irmtmmmX bv the Senate and Honte »/Rcpreeentafttee
Vi? Im: J S/oUi etAn»" *u in Con t'ete umembled Thal
eV'-Vd'V's . » f r!«ht frved «nd evo:.erete»l Baal

.Ve .ilooJaUons of the treaties and of iha Coaaular Cooven-
r . i iL, r rn , ,inf uJed brtween tl.e I *nit«sj Stales and
K »reear.I that tie same shall not henceforth be regarded
ss '» seily ublbjalory on the Government or citUeos of iha

t'ntted State*.*.BtmL af Lmrpt, t,a "

Tbe treaty-making power ia vested not in Con¬

gress, bot in the Prendent, by and with tho ad¬
vice and consent ot tho Senate. A valid troaty
ran be abrogated only by the power which it com-

peW-nt to make one. A treaty already void needs
to act of Corgresa or of the President and Senate
to abrogate it, while one not void cann-Jt bo abro-

gated except in the constitutional way.
A treaty, moreover, is the act of two parties .

Neither can dissolve it without the concurrence
the other. The act of Congress, then, le t the

obligations of the ancient treaties, so tar as Franco
was concerned, and so far as the Lnitod States

politically were concerned, j ist as it found them.
S< .en/I If. As a last resort, tie opponents of

these claims assert that tkd relate ol the ancient
trt> >»**a* vo'xflet*, krause they had MM abro-
.-. :,d ly i-r /...'. .:- « '"' :°' 'l0nf-

I waive the objection that thes'.» trcaf.es were

of such a nature that they could not be abrogated
by war, and 1 simply deny that any such war oc¬

curred. . ...

If war did take place, it mast bar* been begun
in some wav and at some time, and have ended
in seme other way and at some other time.

It is quite certain that France never declared
war against the I nited 8tates, and equally so that

the 1 rated Stares never declared war against
France. There were hostilities between them,
but hostilities are not always war. Tho statute

book of tho I nited States shows the nature and
extent of these hostilities.
Wa were not at war with France on the HIB

of January, IWI for on that day Congresa declar-
ed it a misdemeanor for au American to engage
in privateering against nations with whom the
mted States' were at peace, and France was

thei.regardedasinthatrelation,be-ausethe' nited
States afterward authorised privateering against
her in certain esses.
We were not at war with France on the -^th

of May, 1799, for on that day «'..ngress directed
that a' provisional army should be raised in the

aval t ti at a .i-daration of war against the L uit-
mi Stattet* Of ot actual invasion of their territory
by a foreign I'ower, or of imminent danger in
such invasion-
Nor were we at wnr with !. ranee on the Mth

of June, 179-'; lor on that day Congress suspend¬
ed commercial relations with" France.a measure

quite unnecessary, if war had already broken up
that intercourse.
Nor were we at war on the Mth of June, 1798

for on that day Congress authorized American
vessels to oppose and resist searches, restraints,
snd seizures, by armed vessels of France- Such
opposition and resistance would have needed no

sanction if committed in open war.
We were not at war with France on the'.id day

Of March, 1799; lor on that day Congress author-
ized the President to levy and organize additional
regiments, in case »rar $hov>' I break out between
the I nited 8tates and a foreign European Power.
We were not yet at war on the '.'Oth of Febru¬

ary, 1-00; for on that dny Congress directed that
nil further enlistments should be suspended, unless
during the recess of Congress, and during the. Saw
itting i<i'itrrncct (which existing differences the
sequel will show were not war) between the
I nited States and France, or imminent danger of
invasion of the territory of the United 8tates by
that Kepuliic, should, in the opinion of the Presi¬
dent, be deemed to have arisen.

Finally, wo were not at war on the 30th of Sep¬
tember, 1800, for on that day tho then " existing
differences" between Frame and the United
States were adjusted by a Convention, con¬

cluded on the bssis thst although, in the opin¬
ion of the I nited 8tates, the aggressions of
France would " well have justified an immediate
declaration of war, yet that they had neverthe¬
less been desirous ot maintaining peace, and of
leaving open the door of reconciliation with
France, snd had therefore contented themselves
with preparations for defense, and measures cal¬
culated to protect their commerce. Instr cLont
to Amineun Munster» af l'iiri$, October H\\ 1799,

Thus. Sir, it is shown thar, if a war existod,
neither its beginning, nor its end, nor the way of
either, can ever he ascertained, and that the Uni¬
ted States were profoundly ignorant of its exist¬
ence. If any man in France, more than another,
would have known the existence of such a war,
that man waa Napoleon Bonaparte- Yet we have
seen that the music of this " soft and silken war
never reached the ear of the Great Captain of
France. For. in speaking of the spoliations, ho
described them as having been committed " in
time of peace." It was not thus witb the other
enemies of France, while he was at liberty with¬
in her borders, nor haa it been so that the coun¬

trymen of Washington, of Taylor, and of Scott,
have conducted their campaigns in other conflicts.

It appears from this review that the treaties in
question had been recognized always by both par¬
ties, and broken in parts by botb, but under cir¬
cumstances of excuse and palliation, and that they
were therefore in force when tho Ü nited States
and France mutually agreed to extinguish them,
on thcVt,minion of a release of the claims for in¬
demnities. Of toe value of that agreement it is
unnecessary to say more, than that without it the
I nited States might have been held by tho an
cient treaty of alliance to have followed to some
extent the varying fortunes ot France through her
wars during the Consulate and the Kmpire, until
she found repose from complete exhaustion, on
the field of Waterloo.
No reason fcr rejecting these claims remains,

except that they have not been paid heretofore..
Hut mere lapse of timo pays no debts, and dis-
chargea no obligations. There has been no re¬
lease, no waiver, no neglect, no delay, by the
creditors. They have been here twenty live times
in fifty years that is to say, they have appeared
in their successive generations, before Congress
since their clsims against the United States ac¬
crued. Against such claims and such creditors
there is no prescription.

It is said, indeed, that the nation is unable to

pay these claims now. I put a single question in
reply When will the nation be more ailluent
than now 7
The Senator, ;Mr BVBTKXj says again, that, if

tbe debts are just, we should pay the whole,
and not a moiety if tbe claims are unjust, then
tl e bill proposes a gratuity.that in the one case
the sppropnation is too small, and in the other
too great. This is the plea of him who, I think
it was m Kphesus, despoiled the statue of Jupi¬
ter of itagolden robe, saying, gold was tot) warm
in anmmer, and too cold in winter, for the shoul-
dera of the god.

Sir, Commerce is one of tho great occupations of
this nation. It is the fountain of its resources, as
it is the chief agent of its advancement in civili¬
zation and enlargement of Empire, it is exclu¬
sively the care of tbe Federal authorities. It is
for tne protection of Commerce that they pass
laws, mske treaties, build fortifications, and main¬
tain navies upon all the seas. But justice and
good faith are surer defenses than treaties, fortiti-
cations or naval armaments. Justice and good
faith constitute true national honor, which feels a
stain more keenly than a wound. The nation that
livea in wealth and in the enjoyment of power,
and yet under unpaid obligations, lives in dishon¬
or and in danger. The nation that would be truly
great, or even merely safe, must practice an aus¬
tere and self denying morality.Tbe fsith of canonized ancestors, whose fame
now belongs to mank;ud,is pledged to the paymentof tr,e.debu* " Let the merchants send hither
we.* autnenticated evidence of their claims, and
proper measures shall be taken for their relief."
This was the promise of Washington. The evi¬
dence is here. Let us redeem the sacred and van-
erable engagement- We have inherited with it
ample and abundant resources, through his sa¬
gacity and virtue, and to them we ourselves have
added tbe newlv discovered wealth of Southern
plains, Bjad the hidden treasures of the Western
coasts Withthe opening of the half century, we
are entering upon new and profitable intercourse
with the ancient Oriental States and races, while
we are .rrapphtg more closely to us the new
States on our own Continent- Let us signalize
an epoch so important in commerce and politics
by justiy discharging ourselves forever from the
jet remaining obligations of the first and most
sacred of our national engagements. While we
are growing over all lands, let us be rigorously
jast to other nations, just to the several Statee,and just to every class and to every citizen ; in
short, just in all our administration, and justtowsrd all mankind. 8o ahall Prosperity crown
all our enterprises.nor shall any disturbance
»ithin nor dsnger from abroad come nigh unto
us, nor alarm us for the saJety of fireside, or Fame
or Capitol.

ISTHMUS OF TKHl'ANTEPEcT*
The Trip of ihr Alnbuitia-The Tehinstep*.

.»nrTrjlir« Cosnoaay.
The following is the a.v.,untfamished to thosjt>derwriters by Cspt. K W Foster, commtmler*the Alabama, of her pioneer trip to the CoeAzaxasJ.

cos river and Isthmus «>f Tehu antepee
j The run to Vera Crur, a here we arrived on tawMb u.t. was for the s.ason unusually pb»uace.A melancholy int lent occurred on the passaeafte
the loss of Mr ReidtLM. first officer, a Werth»
man and aki'llui m his proressioo.

"

It was understood before we left New Orleans
that the detention at \ era Cruz was not toC

j longer than three days. At tho eipiration of that
time permission could net be obtained from thtIo< al authorities t pr »secuto the voyage. The*
cither opposed impediments to tho öSpirture «|tbe vessel, or else they had not received from ths)capital definite instructions relative to the matter,
At lergth, on the evening of the 3.td tilt the loos*
looked tor permit arrived, and on the follow a*
day we lei! for the Coatzacoalcos River. .

The distance from Vera Cruz to the catrancs)of the river is alniut 123 miles. Early on tat
morning of the fcStfc the Alabama approa< hed tbsj
bsr and received a pilot. The sea was smooth
and the bar was crossed on a depth of 19 *eet..
It must be home in mind that at the time the tit*
was at two- thirds flood. At fuil tide there must
be a depth of water of 13 feet.
The banks of the rix er are l >w and level. They

are overflowed during a hist stage of water, bat
otherwise they allotd rich and abundant pasture
for cattle, herds of which we saw grazing on bosh
banks. When the watera rise they are driven hj
the high lands.

\\ bile IMtsailg the river many exclamatieoj
were heard, " What a splendid.what a beautiful
river! We found tbe current weak and until
we arrives] at about Vi mi'es from the mouth, the
water was brackish. There are no material oh.
itructiors. Indeed only one of which we know,
viz: a ledge of rocks under water. There is,
however, a good channel between it and tbsj
Western bank. The danger can be discerned by
tho rippling of the current on the South-west et>
tremity We placed there a black spar buns,
with chain and iron moorings, if not designed*}
removed, it wiil last for years.
Tbcrc arc oulv two abrupt windings in :he rivet,

TVey oiler no difficulty, however, even for a vessel
of IV size and length of the Alabama. On the
entire route to Minatitlan we found a sudiciest
depth ol water lot vessels of a large class.
Our arrival at Minatitlan wasiuthoatteraooajf

Chiiktmas Da>. The ponulati... iow.I.¦ d the
banks to welcome us. The start and stripes waves]
on shore as on bosrd. A gun was tired, calrsjg
forth three hearty cbirert. It was an era in the
annals of the Tehuautepec surveying expedition
On the following day the debarkation took plats.

The surveying parties pitched their tents in the
middle of the town. Tbe necessary arrangemeatj
w ere made to enter on the duties of the survey.,
At Minatitlan tho w idth of the riv er, by actual

measurement, is not less than >0 feet and the
depth of w ater, for the winding of the Alabama,
not less than 650 feet The depth of water cleat
in shore was sufficient to allow of mooring tit
vessel directly alongside of tho river bank.

Minatitlan is situated 00 arising eminence. It
is a town of small dimensions, and contains aboat

inhabitants. With the exception of a cortsla
of French families, tho population is of a mixed
net). The buildings are ot poles, wa'vd witbt
composition of brown clay and stubble. The
roofs are made with tho leaves of the palm trat,
of a suitable thickness to exclude rain and wits.

The lloors are ot clay. Two or three hammocks,
some rude chairs of the country make, and a fit)
cooking utensils, constitute tho furniture.
We found the inhabitants kind and courteoat.

Thev are represented as being amiable and loot
fensivc, but indolent in the extreme. No com¬

pensation could induce them to labor. They pra¬
ter inert idleness with poverty, and a umple diet
of fruit, tortillas, and a little jerked beel, to etat*
tion ot any kind.
From the town the laud iu a westerly dirertioa

rises gradually for a distance of a mile and a half,
forming then an elevated ridge almost W S. W.
or nearly parallel with the sea coast. There ire
line ranges for cattle, and the soil in many platte
Is rich and well fitted for cultivation; yet not aa

inclosure or a voatige of cultivation is .to be seen
The dwellings on the ranches are destitute oi trest
or shrubbery. We rode nine miles on this ritke
through a delightful country, and occasionally
crossing deep declivities, to an Indian town calaw
< oasleacaijue. It contained about .),¦ o inhabit¬
ants. These aboriginal* are more civilized than
many of our Northern tribes. They have, ndging
by appearance, retained the same habits as when
the Spaniards lirat came among; them.
We passed on the route many line mahogany

trees. They abouad at the head of the Coatsa-
coalcos itiver and on its branches. With the aid
of saw-mills it would become available for frame
and hoarded houses. The natives assert that it
possesses qualities which render it indestructible
by insects. All other kinds of tho softer woods
are, when cut, soon destroyed by their depreda¬
tions.

Coaaloacaijue is scattered over a vast area of
ground. All the buildings or ckoiat, which WO
saw, contain only one apartment. The church if
aituated on a beautuui green crest. It is a high
and oblong building of considerable length, aid
is constructed ot the usual materials.brown clay
and palm'leaf. On a beam in the center of tie
interior building are inscribed the names of the
architect and several priests. It bears the date
of 1 IN. l ine old cocounut trees are planted par*
allel to the wings and front of the church, and
make a beautiful appearance.
From thence wo rode tour miiea to the pretty

little village of Otespsn. It contains aboutW
inhabitants, principally Indians. Here appeared
to he the moat elevated pnrt of the ridge over
which we had passed. Wo looked down on
Mount 6an Juan, and on part of the base of tat
volcanic mountain, St. Martin. The climate here
must be dry and healthy.
Two miles further carried us to the neat tile

town of Chinameca. It contains l.OjOO inhabi¬
tants of a mixed race. We were taken to the
parsonage. The priest wo found to be a very in¬
telligent and learned man. He was formerly I
meiubor of thu Mexican Congress. Ho was la¬
boring under bilious indisposition. As there wat
neither physician nor apothecary in the town, Dr.
(ircenlcaf, thip surgeon, on the following day tent
the necessary medicines for his relief. At thai
place we, for the first time, saw a few well coa*
structed houses, supported on archea in front, and
having balconies. Our timo was too limited to
admit of a ramble through the mine.
On our return, late in the afternoon, we passed

on tbe road many Indians returning to their hornet.
The young females whom we met, bearing loado
of tine wcod, invariably on our approach fled to
to the woods. Coffee, cotton, sugar, corn, to¬
gether with every variety of tropical fruits, could
be raised on tbe high lands in great abundance."*
Further up the Coatzacoalcoa Itiver, and more to
the south, where the climate is drier, the same pro*
ductions, with the addition of indigo, cocoa, van¬
illa and a variety of dyes, could easily be culti*
rated. Whether tbe completion of the cooteu*
piated railroad across the Isthmus will itimalatt)
the inhabitants to commercial and agricultural 00»
tivity, is a question jet to bo solved. Nature, la
these beautiful regions, has been most bountiful;
man hat remained indolent and neglectful.
At noon on the-.-th we left Minatitlan. Ths)

bank was lined with a great concourse of people,
many of whom, hearing of our arrival, had coot*
from the interior. Tbe wind by the time we ar¬
rived at the mouth of tbe river blew from tot
north, with indicat .ons of an increasing gale. Ot
tbe -:'th it blew a heavy gale, which soon raited
a high, broken sea on the bar. This continual
until the evening of the lid January. A dela¬
tion was unavoidable. We congratulated otn>
selv es on being so snugly ensconced in so fine aal
secure a harbor.

Bostos Items .A fire occurred on Comatef-
rial at. Boaton, on Wednesday, which destroys*'
the mahogany warehouse of VV. JR. Carnes sol
E. 0. Lihbey, and the match factory of E. Byi*
Jr. Co. Lon about ts.ueo; partially iniurcd..jThe Humane EDgine Co. of Philadelphia arrive*
on Wednesday afternoon, and were well re¬
ceived.... The National Lancers gave a Ball ot

Tuesday evening in compliment to the offlc*Jof the New York Regiment. Among the inrit^
gi ests were tbeMayora'of Boston, Charleston*
and Roxbury.... A practicing physician, l>r- Tita»
otby H Smith, had been indicted for manslaughter
in causing the deaths of three children througD
malpractice.
Gomrxor UtiTMA.v.The Viehtburg WJjf

saya it has heard it intimated that Judge Ob*
son's decision will not sustain Governor Utmrr »n

in his resistance to ti e law, but will insist upon
his immediate appearance at New Orleans to as*

ewer to the charge in his Cuba indictment-


